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the right : There-may be'indeed.a Difference of Opinions in the Houfe of Commens, what is the legal
Conkritiion according to the Rales in J7¢fminfler- Hall} but if that is once fettled, . they - are bound by it
as well 25 other, People, finee that Sgacute was ‘inade as well to afcertain the Liber:ies gf the People, as the
Privileges of titir Reprefeni@tives i-And were it in the Power of any one:Branch of 2 Legiflature, by a pe-
culiar or arbitsary- Coofiragition of their own, to give the Words of an A& a differest Senfe than what eve-
1y;dudge, Lawyer, oz other jintelligest Man, would, uaderftand them in, it would be éntrappirg the Subje@
infiead of fecunng;bis-Liberty, and would be a fettiog up an Authority independent of the other two K.
ftatés, in a Point which had all their join2 Concurrence, and therefore could not be intetpreted by any Rules
_peculiar to obe Branch alone of the Legiflature. But what has (1 really believe) led ycu into this great
Miftake, is, that you have fouad in Books the: Expreflion of a Low of Parliument, and therefore youiave
cgacluded, that this Law of Pasjiamént muft mean a Power to overtara. a Law of the Land. | hope you
uill excufe me in remarking, .that Law.Books may be faid to be like Edgtd Tools, which oft.n hurt the
Perfon who handles them without underftanding their Ufe ; from hence it is that you atk me, Is there not a
J.aw of Parliament as well as a, Law of .ordinary Juftice, diftin&t from each other? l.agrce there is, .but
not in any Senfe proper for your Purpofe : I think the Law of Pasliament, in the proper Senfe, is corfined
40 the Ulage aad Coftoms of Pasliament ; but.in no Senfe,:and in no Cafe that I ever hcard; has the Words
Law of Parliament been applied to any Matter provided for. by an A& of Parliament ; and it would be the
greatefl Ablurdicy to fuppole it, fince an A& of Parliament birds each Houfe and the whole Nation ; and
therefore whatever it was before, yet it becomes, by making the A&, the Law of the Kingdom, which
binds every Individual ; ard not the Law of Parliament.(which is only Part of the Kingdom), and peculiar
ealy to the Pasliament. Befides you have nes thewed one Inftance, where even the Law of Parliament, in
your Senfe of the Words, have confirued the Worcs in the Manner you infift upon. . :
. In the next Plae you admit, that a *“ legal Conftra&ion may be proper in fuch Matters; as come under
¢ the Detesmination of a Court of Law ; ™ yét you fay the prefent is not-fuch, and the Reafon you feem
to give (for reaily I cannot comprehend the Meaning of applying the Words Prohibition to =& ard Power
to ad) is, * That the Courts of Law have no Right to conftrue what they have no Right to determine. ™’
1 {uppofe your Meaning is, that the Courts of Law bave no Right to conftrue this A& of Pariiament; be-
e it relates to a Matter of Privilege, of which the Houfe of Commons are the fole Judges : It this be
your Meaning (and I cannot find out any other), I moft fay you are not lefs miftaken in this, than your o-
er Pofitions ; For Lord Clarendon lays it down, * That there can be no Privilege of which the Low doih
‘¢ not take Notice, and which is rot pleadable by and at Law; ** and he puts thefle Inftances, as ¢ Upon
*¢ an Arreft of a Member of Parliament, he may plead, that he was a Member of Parliament, and that his
‘¢ Perfon ought to be free from Arrefts; *’ alfo *“ on an Information or Aion on the Cafe, for Words
‘ fpoken Ly 2 Member, be may plead, that it was.for Words fpoken by him in Parliament, and that he
* ought not,te,be-impleaded in any other Place for Words fpoke there:*’* And in corfequence of fuch
Pleas, if the ju ges are fatishied what is infited on are Privileges, the Court allows the Plea and difmifies
the Dcfendauts.  Agtezable to thefe Rales, feveral Progéedings have been in Weflminfler Hall; and that
she Courts of Law have a Right te take Notice and adjudge in Mauters, which the Houfe of Comm:ons have
chimed the peculiar Jurifdition of to themfelves in point of Priviege, even where there was ro Statute
Provifion;’ mxavc Refolution of Lerd Chief Jugtice Hoit, and the noble Stand of the Houfe of Lords, in
the great Cafe of the Ailrfoury Men, againfl the attempted Incroachment of the then Houfe of Commons
Q. ng&_s and dibertes of the Subje®, have hitherto been, and always will remain, a lafting Monu-
ament of Glory 10 their Memories, and an inconteftible Proof of your Mifapprehenfion of this Point, As
the reft of your Pasagraph runs on a Reafoning entirely built on your miftaken Notions of the Words Lega/
and Logw of Parfiament, that muft fall with the Feundation; which I liope you now fee is not capable of
fopsorting it... . _

The ngxt uuterial Thing I meet with in yoar Paper, is an Attemnpt to give fome Account why you 2d-
ded particulay Wards to thefe in the Statute ; and here I may retort, that a Confuflion and Excufe are ofien
Jewer made than a Jufufication, efpecially when that Juftification tends, as yours does, in my View of your
Pzpcr,.towards burting the Liberty of your Conftituents in a very eflential Manner. After fome turming
and twifting the Woras of the A& of Parliament, and your elaborate Reafoning to prove a Place out of
Fafliamens to be.not in Parliament, and that Queftioning muft be by fome Bocy and cannot be by no Body,
48 orderto make the Words Que/lioning avd Place have the moft extenfive, but not begal- Signification ; then

_ou,t;n‘me;; that I may fee thole Words convey ne other Meaning than wbat is contained in the former
:,E;eced:pgs of Pasliament, I maft own I bave never, as yet, and I%'eli’cvc no Man alive befides yourfelves,
£ver undezfiood the Word Queffioned in an A& of Parliament to mean the making an Enquiry, or 2(king &

- about gy, Flatter, or reafoning or difputing on the fame with any Perfon whatfoever, or in any
Maoner: but y conzesnd that thofe Words in the Statute can convey no other Meaning but what you have
Pt oa them, apd ﬁadwy coght not to be reftiained to a legal Seofe, but extended to every Seafe; -if fo,
Why did you pdd the other Words? You anfwer, That * you added them, to explain particularly what
““ was only conmained in the general Words of that A&, " ‘What Occafion was there for that Addition,
Hince you 2y thoy can carry no gther Meaning ! Have you ever found that the Houfe of Commons (10
:g§om cmf;gq yousielves) ever added or explaiped the Words .of this Statute, fince the making thereof,
Jn that Manger 2 Do you really think jt fuppoitable, either by Reafop, Juftice, Decency, ar your own
X’o\ve:, that when you icfift upon a Right fecured to-you by an A& of Pailiament; you thould venture o
add other Wards tq,4bat A&, and make the Bulk of ihe People believe they are the very Words of the
AR? Would & o ‘f:_aw: betn merse proper and prudent, to make your Declaration of your Privileges up-
Jon the. very Wau;ﬁnf the: A& only ?  Ferhaps you' might by Miftake think yourfelves more at Ligtrty to
Aake thus frec with an A& of Aflembly ; but why you ventur'd to make your Experiment on this A& of
Fizliament I could et at fult conjedure, unlefs ic was for the Reafon afigned in my Anfwer, * To pre;
" dude, or tather Intimidate yoer Confhituents, from ever prefeming to queltion any Behaviour of yours in
*< 3 legiflative Way, mot even by the moft bumble Erquiries: * And this Guefs is now verify’d by your
nwa E?rcﬂion, which is, * That your Conftituents know their Rights with Regard to you, as well as
** you do yeurs with Regard to me, and they have too much Gocd ¢ ¢rfe ord Gord Merrers to drive any of

* you
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